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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This office action is filed in response to the amendment filed on 16 June 2005. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicants arguments with respect to claim1-38 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 4-6, 8, 10-12, 14-18, 20, 22-24, 26-29, 31-34, 36, and 38 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mathieson (US 
2002/0143915) in view of Salgado et al. (US 6,762,857). 

5. Regarding Claim 1 , Mathieson teaches a method for providing queue 
management and production device status in a distributed environment, comprising: 
placing production data received from a client in a queue (job is sent from computer 14 
over a network 18 to the server queue 24) (page 1, paragraph [0014], [0015]); 
generating a queue interface having user accessible controls for managing the 
production data held in the queue (queue manager 15 allows a user or administrator to 
manage jobs 17 in the two queues) (page 1, paragraph [0015]), the production data to 
be delivered to a production device (user interface 16 provides information on the jobs 
17 held in each of the two queues 24 and 28) (page 1, paragraph [0015]); presenting 
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the queue interface to the client (Fig. 1 , user interface 16) (page 1 , paragraph [0015]); 
generating a status interface for the production device (Fig, 2, status 32) (page 1, 
paragraph 0016]); and presenting the status interface to the client (Figs. 1 and 2, status) 
(page 1, paragraph [0015]). 

Mathieson fails to teach a method for providing queue management and 
production device status in a distributed environment, comprising: the production data 
including print options for a target document identified by the client. 

Salgado et al teach a method for providing queue management and production 
device status in a distributed environment, comprising: the production data including 
print options for a target document identified by the client (Fig. 7, print queue). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Mathieson with the teaching of 
Salgado to include the print options for a target document in the queue (other fields 38 
associated with the jobs) for the client to manage. 

6. Regarding Claim 2, Mathieson teaches a method, further comprising managing 
the production data in the queue in accordance with instructions entered through the 
queue interface (user can change the priority of the job simply by dragging the jobs to 
different locations on the user interface (page 1, paragraph [0017], [0018]). 

7. Regarding Claim 4, Mathieson teaches a method, wherein the queue is capable 
of containing production data directed to more than one production device (server 
queue 24) (page 1, paragraph [0013]) and wherein the acts of generating and 
presenting the status interface comprise generating and presenting the status interface 
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for a production device selected through the queue interface (Fig. 3, server 22, device 
26) (jobs displayed according to the device where the job is currently residing) (pages 1 
and 2, paragraph [001 9]). 

8. Regarding Claim 5, Mathieson teaches a method, wherein the acts of generating 
and presenting the status interface for the production device comprise generating and 
presenting the status interface once the production data is delivered to the production 
device (Figs. 2 and 3 t printing). 

9. Regarding Claim 6, Mathieson teaches a method, wherein the act of presenting 
the queue and status interfaces comprise generating and presenting a combined 
queue/status interface (Fig. 3, server 22, device 26) (jobs displayed according to the 
device where the job is currently residing) (pages 1 and 2, paragraph [0019]). 

10. Regarding Claim 8, Mathieson teaches a method for mediating access to 
production devices, comprising: acquiring an access request for a production device the 
access request originating form a client (processor 13 uses a User Interface (Ul) 16 to 
receive user inputs) (page 1, paragraph [0012]); presenting to the client a production 
interface for the production device (user interface 16 provides information on the jobs 17 
held in each of the two queues 24 and 28) (page 1 , paragraph [001 5]); placing in a 
queue production data received from the client and selected through the production 
interface (job is sent from computer 14 over a network 18 to the server queue 24) (page 
1 , paragraph [0014], [0015]); generating a queue interface having user accessible 
controls for managing the production data in the queue (queue manager 15 allows a 
user or administrator to manage jobs 17 in the two queues) (page 1, paragraph [0015]); 
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presenting the queue interface to the client (Figs. 1 and 2, status) (page 1 , paragraph 
[0015]); generating a status interface for the production device; and presenting the 
status interface to the client (Fig, 2, status 32) (page 1, paragraph 0016]). 

1 1 . Mathieson fails to teach a method, for mediating access to production devices, 
the interface having user accessible controls for selecting production data. 

12. Salgado et al teach a method, for mediating access to production devices, the 
interface having user accessible controls for selecting production data (Fig. 7, print 
queue). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Mathieson with the teaching of 
Salgado to include the print options for a target document in the queue for the user to 
access (other fields 38 associated with the jobs) for the client to manage. 

13. Claims 10, 16, 22, 28, and 33 are rejected for the same reason as claim 4. 

14. Claims 1 1 , 17, 23, 31 , and 36 are rejected for the same reason as claim 5. 

15. Claims 12, 18, 24, 29, and 34 are rejected for the same reason as claim 6. 

16. Claims 14 and 26 are rejected for the same reason as claim 1 . 

17. Claims 15, 27, and 38 are rejected for the same reason as claim 2. 

18. Claims 20, and 32 are rejected for the same reasons as claim 8. 

19. Claims 3, 7, 9, 13, 19, 21, 25, 30, 35, and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Mathieson and Salgado et al. as applied to claiml above, 
and further in view of Barnard et al. (US 6,920,506). 
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20. Regarding Claim 3, Mathieson and Salgado et al fail to teach a method wherein 
the acts of generating the queue and status interfaces comprise generating the queue 
and status interfaces each in the form of a web page. 

Barnard et al teach a method wherein the acts of generating the queue and 
status interfaces comprise generating the queue and status interfaces each in the form 
of a web page (Fig. 6, print queue web page 89) (col. 10, lines 5-13). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Mathieson and Salgado with the 
teaching of Barnard to generate the print queue in the form of a web page to allow a 
user to quickly and efficiently manage the print queue. 

21. Regarding Claim 7, Mathieson and Salgado et al fail to teach a method wherein 
the act of generating the queue interface comprises generating the queue interface in 
the form of a web page; the act of generating the status interface comprises generating 
the status interface in the form of a web page; and the act of generating the combined 
queue/status interface comprises generating the combined queue/status interface in the 
form of a framed web page. 

Barnard et al teach a method the act of generating the queue interface comprises 
generating the queue interface in the form of a web page; the act of generating the 
status interface comprises generating the status interface in the form of a web page; 
and the act of generating the combined queue/status interface comprises generating the 
combined queue/status interface in the form of a framed web page (Fig. 6, print queue 
web page 89) (col. 10, lines 5-13). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Mathieson and Salgado with the 
teaching of Barnard to generate the print queue in the form of a web page to allow a 
user to quickly and efficiently manage the print queue. 

22. Claims 9 and 21 are rejected for the same reason as claim 3. 

23. Claims 13, 19, 25, 30, 35, and 37 are rejected for the same reason as claim 1. 

Conclusion 

24. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Satwant K. Singh whose telephone number is (571) 



Application/Control Number: 09/901 ,974 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2626 

272- 7468. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8am - 
4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kimberly A. Williams can be reached on (571 ) 272-7471 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Satwant K. Singh 
/ Examiner 
^ Art Unit 2626 
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